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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 
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„T/»e MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the 

THE REPLY FILED 14 January 2002 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore further action bl fie appHcant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
J i rJL%™nnri* r ^7 pfr i 1 1 ^ mav onlv be either' (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
Xffi of Appeal fwith appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 
a) M The period for reply expires 4 months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever .s later. In 
] U low XZ\mUe statutory period for reply expire later MPEP 
ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. S>ee MKtr 

Extensi2ns°o 7 f ( ?ime may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.1 36(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 1 .136(a) ^ and ^»»™^^J, n n 
fee have been filed s the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of he fee The appropru it e exte swn 
Zt l! nd^r 37 CFR 1 ^ 7(a^ is calculated from- (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply ong.nally set in the final Office action or 
& as set f^rtS in (o) above SEK/XS Sly received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final reject.on, even ,f 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 □ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) K they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) H they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 

3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 



would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



4.Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
g The a)Q affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)S request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet. 
6U The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
3 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)H will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: None . 
Claim(s) objected to: None . 
Claim(s) rejected: 10,29.31-33 and 35-39 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: ?- Q T 11-28. and 40-53. 

8. Q The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. Q Other: 
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Part of Paper No. 21 



Application No. 009/340,283 

^or>tin£ation Sheet (PTO-303) ^ ^ ^| £ 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: P^««^ 

"wherein said measuring is performed in other * an B a ^"^™^?™^% , i; do P na h. rkc epsilon to a test compound" which do 
The phrase "measuring the acitivity of PKC epsilon replaces the term ^^^^^SviouU require further cnsideration 

appEnts did not indicate as to where in the specification the phrase is disclosed. . 
Continuation of 5. does NOT p.ace the application in «n«o^ 

however they are not persuasive. It ,s noted that severa ' f ^7J^ r ^^^£ £ dear evidence that changes in change in 
summarized on pages 3-4 of the previous office action of ^^^^^S^ miC e and what would be a suitable test 
PKC-epsilon is responsible for anxiety level changes due to differences n ma.e ana describes that in PKC-epsilon 

subject for screening drugs that modulate PKC-epsilon and alter a nxiety. It is j2^ 0 «idSS S record to indicate that under 
nullmice, there is reduced level of a Sa ."JEE^a^-n^ or an animal mode, of 

coditions of high or low anxiety, there « alterafton in PK ^P*'°" * ^ n ^ r msurte with the mutant mice. Regarding other issues, 
anxiety. Applicants arguments fail to address this issue rather they ™^^J^"f l "^ n _^ 8 in A pp| iC ants have repeatedly argued 
arguments seem to be reiterations of the •^"•^.^"2^?£5^a^ KS^rSSver these arguments do not 
that animal or subject models for anx,ety are known in the art and have .^f ^^ {he pa P r P arnet ers of anxiety even among 
address the issue raised in the previous office action that ^ « ~™ ,a JJ ^PKC epsilon activity and anxiety parameter in the 
different inbred strain of mice, therefore, in the absence of any corre ^ step of PKO eps.ion aciiv y mo y ^, atjon or due t0 

method, an artisan would not know whether the J^^^ argument is not persuasive 

variations observed normally. Application argue that this s not ^P?^,J^^^™ of PKC-epsilon activity. Accordingly, 
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